* That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC
and that it include parents: and

¥ That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by
independent research to determine if it meets the needs nof
parentec.

Thank vaou far this gpportunity to comment an an issue sag important
to children and families.

Vefy truly yours, .
e (- & welll

Mary Ls Birarelli
S Woodcrest Avenue
Trumbull, CT Q&611



March, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
¢/0 Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

~ UOOKET FILE COPY ORIGINAL

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC97-34

As a member of the National PTA and the Manor Hill PTA in Lombard, I, I am
writing to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti,
Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on Jan. 17, 1997. The rating symbol on
my TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that I, as a parent, can
decide what is appropriate for my family to watch.

I strongly agree with the results of major surveys released in the fall which showed that
parents don't want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. I want to
make those choices myself, based on content information about the program.
Furthermore, the ratings should be published in advance of a program's airing in periodicals
that carry TV schedules.

By law, the FCC is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do NOT believe this
system does so. I ask the FCC NOT to approve the industry rating system. Instead, I
request the following:

* Under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's current rating
system. The FCC should accept a rating system only if it includes information about the
content and frequency of violence (V), sexual depiction and nudity (S) and adult language

(@L).

* The FCC should require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents
to receive more than one rating system.

* The rating icon on the TV screen should be made larger, more prominently
placed on the screen and appear more frequently during the course of a program..

* The rating board should be independent of the industry and the FCC, and it
should inchede parents,

* Any rating system approved by the FCC should be evaluated by an independent
research source to determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Though I can and often do turn off the TV in my home, it remains by far the most
pervagive influence on America’s children with the potential for enormous impact on
society. Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue of utmost importance to

all of our children and families.
Wonss o n Hlins,

ois

o

Mo i Depiesrecd M

Lot ARGDE




To: Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners

c/o Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street N.@., Room 222

Washington, D. C. 20554 y .
Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners: _ T FILF J0OPY ORGINAL

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

| oppose the Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementations Group, V-chip rating
system. The rating symbol does not provide sufficient information for parents to make
a knowledgeable decision about the program they are about to watch. Major surveys
released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating
system that gives parents information about the content of programs were conducted
by the National PTA, U.S. New and World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper.
Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents
want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the
program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized
in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunication Act of 1996. | do not believe this
system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead |
request the following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating
system. Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include
content information about programs;

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system,;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently
placed on the screen, and appear more frequently ....maybe even constantly
during the course of the program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it
include parents; and

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent
research to determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for letting myself and others make recommendations for a better tomorrow
for our families.

Sincerely,

&%’ | ? Ne, of Ceples rec’d O
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Mrs. Ruth Kofoed
9740-B Pecan Tree Drive
Boynton Beach, FL 33436

March 27, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt & FCC Commissioners DOCKET F”.E COPY ORI G’NAL

¢/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street NW, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt & Commissioners:;
Re: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and Spring Ridge Elementary School PTA, in
Frederick, Maryland, to voice my opposition to the V-chip rating system presented on January 17,
1997. 1 am a grandmother of two children attending Spring Ridge and I strongly recommend a
rating system that would rate on violence, sexual depiction and nudity, and language.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

b ffoeel

Ruth Kofoed

No. of Copies rec’d O
List ABCDE




9438 K. Lyctia
March 1997 KCmo bYilg

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
¢/o Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street N.W. , Room 222

Washington, D.C. 20554

UOCKET FLE 7Y ORIGINAL

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Davidson School PTA in Kansas City,
Missouri, to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of
the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January-17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen
does not provide sufficient comtent information so that parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that give parents information
about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report,
and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for
their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about
the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in
periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutory

requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask
that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, I request the following:

e That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system. Further,
the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about
programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity), and L (for language);

e That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more
than one Pating system;

e That the rating icon on the TV screen be mad’e‘larger, more prominently placed on the screen,
and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

¢  That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents;
and

o That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely, 42: ]

Michae! L. Borman No. of Copies recd O

List ABCOE



April 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and the FCC Commissioners
¢/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W. Room 222

Washington, D.C. 20554 DOCKET Fif & 00PY ORIy

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and Transit Middle School PTSA to voice our opposition
to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation
Group, on January 17, 1957. The rating symboi on the 'K’V screen does not provide suflicieni conicni
information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their
children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a
rating system that gives parents information about the content of programs were conducted by the
National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents want to make
those choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system without
content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and ask that
the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

* That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about the programs such as V
( for violence), S ( for sexual depiction and nudity) and L ( for language);

* That the FCC require a V-Chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more then
one rating system;

* That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

* That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

* That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it
meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,
‘>> ;7
4 \\u,nc» ch\ =3 No. of Copies rec'd C
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March 25, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street N.W., Room 222 AAARES (531~ e
Washington, DC 20554 DOCKE FILE COFY ORIGINAL
Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and the local PTA to voice our opposition to the v-chip rating
system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The
rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate
overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content of programs
were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents
do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices
themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on
the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutory requirements of

the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and ask that the FCC not approve

the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

e That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system. Further, the FCC should
accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V (for violence), S

(for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

e That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one rating
system,;

o That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear
more frequently during the course of the program;

o That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

e That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it meets
the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

D Y foss, YL
David & Paige Golding \7
Gastoma, NC

b of Copias rec'd 0
Lot ABCDE




Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commuissioners
¢/o Federal Communications Commission -
1919 M. Street N. W., Room 222 B
Washington, DC 20554

=l TR E (A
Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners: | 'FILE cosy ORIGINAL
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented
by the TV Rating Implementation Group. I don't believe that the rating
symbol on the TV screen provides sufficient content information so that
parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for
their children. I do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for my
children. Twant to make those choices myself based on content information

about the program. Any rating system without content descrlptlons onthe ~ e *
screen and in perlodlcak that carry TV schedulings is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating
system has met statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of
1996. 1 do not believe this system does so and ask that the FCC not approve
the industry rating system. Instead , I request that a content-based rating
system be adopted which includes symbols about program content such a V
(for violence), S ( for sexual depiction and nudity), and L ( for language) To
assure that this rating system meets families' needs, [ recommend that any
proposed system be evaluated independent of the entertainment industry and
the FCC.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to

children and families.

Summervilte' High School
Summerville, SC

Singerely,

]
No. of Copias rec’d (/
List ABCLE




March 16, 1997

Chairman Red Hundt and FCC Commissioners -

c/o Federal Communications Commission v pTHIE Copy

1919 M Street N.W., Room 222 OPY ORIGINAL
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

We are writing on behalf of the National PTA, Georgia PTA and Dr. John H. Heard
Elementary PTA to voice our opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by
Jack Valenti. The rating system does not provide sufficient content information so
that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV viewing for their
children. According to major surveys, parents want to make those decisions on
their own, based on content information about programs.

The FCC 1s required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996, We do not believe this system
does so and ask that the FCC not approve the system. Instead, we request the following:

-Under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system. The
rating should include content information about the program. For example, V for
violence, L for language.

-The FCC require a v-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more
than one rating system.

-The rating system on the TV be made larger and appear more frequently during the
program.

-The rating board be independent and include parents.

-Any rating system be approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for ou;in/l&e;/
A lou_ Pt

' 7)(44/;4,
Alan%nd Regina Marsh
Lizella, GA

-
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SAMPLE LETTER TO THE FCC

Your letter must be received by April 8, 1997

March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners WH\_E GOPY OR\G\NN'
¢/0 Federal Communications Commuission

1919 M Street N.W., Room 222

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34 Chopstoone @Lesmentiocs Centtty

[ am (we are) writing on behalt of the National PTA and the Q?H (local, council, dis-
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,1997. The rating symbol on

the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil-
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content intormation about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, 1s required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutory
requirenients of the Telecommunications Act ot 1996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

+ That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such asV
(for violence). S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

* That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than

one rating systemn;

+ That the rating 1con on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course ot a program;

* That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

* That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

@c‘rely / O
Yo Lo Moo Quuwlo Ne. of Copies rec'd

Your Name Uist ARCDE
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Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
¢/o Federal Communications Commision
1919 M. Street N.W._, Room 222

Washington, D.C. 20554 LGCKET FILE by UIGINAL

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:
RE: CS Docket No.97-55,FCC 97-34

| am / We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Jarman Elementary School PTA of Tulsa,
Oklahoma to voice my / our opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair
of the TV Rating Implementation Group, On January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen
does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what is.

appropriate TV programming for their children. Mé)or'suweys released this fall which demonstrate
overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content
of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies
Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chiidien. Parenis
want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating
system without content description on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV
scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating studies has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. | (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content

information about programs such as V(for violence), S(for sexual depiction and nudity),

and L (for language T ury TR [/
(for -9,“ ge) ./ ALy s zv[oj Lt /’\,Mcf J w/']/L{uLl( L}'@’TA !

—_
That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would aflow parents to receive J

more than one rating system;
That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and ‘appear more  frequently during the course of a program; (,)/ ¢ !

DU - - < - -

) / That under no circumstance should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. >}

e That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include \
parents; and '

/ /". That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaliated hy independent research to |
k« determine if it meets the needs of parents. - \C < ! ‘

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,
0/6}(2’/\0 J/% L '''' d\)/ﬂ(\“)
l/
Tulsa, Oklahoma No. of Copies rec'd O
s e e (F List ABCLE
~ S & S :
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March, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commuissioners
¢/0 Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street N.W., Room 222

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

DOCKET FiLE COPY ORIGINAL
RE: CS Docket No. 97-5, FCC97-34 '

As a member of the National PTA and the Manor Hill PTA in Lombard, Iil., I am
writing to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti,
Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on Jan. 17, 1997. The rating symbol on
my TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that I, as a parent, can
decide what is appropniate for my family to watch.

I strongty agree with the results of major surveys released in the fall which showed that
parents don't want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. I want to
make those choices muyself, based on content information about the program.
Furthermore, the ratings should be published in advance of a program's airing in periodicals
that carry TV schedules.

By law, the FCC is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do NOT belicve this
system does so. I ask the FCC NOT to approve the industry rating system. Instead, [
request the following:

* Under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s current rating
system. The FCC should accept a rating system only if it includes information about the
content and frequency of violence (V), sexual depiction and nudity (S) and adult language
@L).

* The FCC should require a Vchip band broad enough that would allow parents
to receive more than one rating system.

* 'IheranngncononﬁleTVscteenahouldbemadeluger more prominently
placed on the screen and appear more frequently during the course of a program..

* The rating board should be independent of the industry and the FCC, and it
should include parents.

* Any rating system approved by the FCC shouiG be evaiuaied by an independsiii
research source to determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Though I can and often do tum off the TV in my home, it remains by far the most
pervasive influence on America’s children with the potential for enormous impact on
socicty. Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue of utmost importance to
all of our children and families.

Sincerely,

PAW’

Lombard, Minois

No. of Copies rec'd O
List ABCDE '



Warren Twp. PTA

Warren Central High School
3301 E£. 18th Street
Indpls.. In. 46229

March 19, 1997,

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
¢/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W. Room 222

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

DOCKET FILE COPY CRIGINAL

[ am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Warren Township PTA to
voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997.
The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content
information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV
programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives
parents information about the content of programs were conducted by the
National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper.
Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their
children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content
information about the program. Any rating system without content
descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV
scheduling is useless.

RE: CS DOCKET NO. 97-35, FCC 97-34

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating
system has met statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of
1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask the FCC not approve the
industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

-- That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating
system. Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not
include content information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for
sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

--That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents
to receive more than one rating system;

--That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently
placed on the screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a
program;

--That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that
it include parents; and

--That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent
research to determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to
children and families.

No. of Copies rec'd O

Sincerely, List ABC e
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March 25, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners v
c/o Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street N.W., Room 222 .

Washington, DC 20354 DOCKET FLE COPY ORIGINAL * *

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners: !

v

RE; CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Santa
Clarita Valley Council PTA to voice our opposition to the
v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of
the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The
rating symbol on the screen does not provide sufficient
content information so that parents can make decisions about
what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Parents
do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their
children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based
on content information about the program. Any rating system
without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in
periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's
rating system has met statutory requirements of the
Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system
does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating
system.

We request that you accept no rating system that does not

include content information about programs such as V (for violence)
S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language). The
rating board should be independent of the industry and the

FCC and should include parents. Any rating system approved

by the FCC should be evaluated by independent research to

determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so
important to children and families.

Sincerely, .

Sue Neiberger/ SCV Council PTA President
Santa Clarita, California

CC:Continental Cablevision
Stevenson Ranch Cable, Inc.
Time Warner Cable

No. of Cepies rec’ Cj
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List ABCDE

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
¢/0 Federal Communications Commission

1919 M. Street N. W., Room 222 o,
Washington, DC 20554 v_ o
WOCKET FILE COPY ORIGINAL

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Lomond View, Weber District,
Utah State PTA to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by

Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997.

The Rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information

so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for

their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent
preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content of programs
were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media studies
Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their
children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information
about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and
publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act 0f 1996. I do not believe this system
does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead we request
the following;:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further,
the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about
programs such V (for violence), S {for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive
more than one rating system;

That the rating icon on ‘the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC, and that it include
parents and,;

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and
families.

iae rec! O Sincerely, ) 7 < g
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Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission

1919 M. Street N. W., Room 222

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners. JOKET FILF “0PY OR GINAL
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented
by the TV Rating Implementation Group. I don't believe that the rating
symbol on the TV screen provides sufficient content information so that
parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for
their children. I do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for my
children. I want to make those choices myself based on content information
about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the
screen and in periodicals that carry TV schedulings is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating
system has met statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of
1996. 1 do not believe this system does so and ask that the FCC not approve
the industry rating system. Instead , I request that a content-based rating
system be adopted which includes symbols about program content such a V
(for violence), S ( for sexual depiction and nudity), and L ( for language). To
assure that this rating system meets families' needs, [ recommend that any
proposed system be evaluated independent of the entertainment industry and
the FCC.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to
children and families.

Sincerely,

Hath Coght &

Summerville High School
Summerville, SC
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1404 North 300 West
Centerville, Utah 84014 .
March 25, 1997

Mr. Reed Hundt and the FCC Commission
Office of the Secretary
1919 M Street NW., Room 222

Washington, DC 205654

Re: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34 VOCKET FiLE COPY ORIGINAL

Dear Sirs,

We wish to voice our opposition to the current industry rating system.
We are glad to see some kind of rating taking place, but we feel that a
descriptive, content-based rating system would be more useful to
us as parents.

Here is another feature to this system that could make it more effective:

*Display the rating continuously throughout the
program.

*If this is not possible then display it after each
commercial for about 1 minute so that a new
viewer could be aware of the rating.

If the networks are worried about losing viewers due to the explicit
content of their programs then maybe this will help them clean up their
act, thus improving society as a whole - reducing crime, gangs, and
violence!

Singerely, | )
Lol PAZ )
o ss~udesc bl
Reed & Shen Tidwell
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Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commuissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission

1919 M. Street N. W., Room 222

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and CommissionerJ)CKET i F COPY OH,G’NAL
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented
by the TV Rating Implementation Group. 1 don't believe that the rating
symbol on the TV screen provides sufficient content information so that
parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for
their children. I do not wani the TV industry to interpret what is best for my
children. I want to make those choices myself based on content information
about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the
screen and in periodicals that carry TV schedulings is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating
system has met statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of
1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask that the FCC not approve
the industry rating system. Instead , I request that a content-based rating
system be adopted which includes symbols about program content such a V
(for violence), S ( for sexual depiction and nudity), and L ( for language). To
assure that this rating system meets families' needs, 1 recommend that any
proposed system be evaluated independent of the entertainment industry and
the FCC.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to
children and families.

Sincerely,

gunervﬂle High School
Summerville, SC
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March 14, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners A
c/o Federal Communications Commission

Office of the Secretary

1919 M Street NW, Room 222

Washington, DC 20554

e-mail address: vchip@fcc.gov MET HLE COPY ORlGiNAL

RE: CS Docket Number 97-55. FCC 97-34

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

I am writing to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content
information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surveys released this fall, conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies
Center/Roper, demonstrate overwhelming parental preference for a rating system that provides information to parents
about the content of programs. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children.
Parents want to make those choices themselves based on program content information. Any rating system without
content descriptions, both on-screen and publicized in TV schedules, is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system meets the statutory requirements of
the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe that this system does so, and therefore request that the FCC
decline to approve the industry rating system as proposed by the TV Rating Implementation Group. Instead, I
request the following:

¢ The FCC should adopt a rating system that includes content information about programs such as V (for
violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

® The FCC require a V-chip band broad enough to allow parents to receive more than one rating system;

» The rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear more
frequently during the course of a program;

¢ The rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

s Any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it meets the needs
of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.
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Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
¢/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Sereec N.W., Room 222

Washington, DC 20554 DOCKET FILE COPY ORIGINAL

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

e are) writing on behalt of the National PTA and the {local, council. dis-

£, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valend, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,1997. The rating svmbol on

the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about whar is appropriate TV programming for'their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information abouc
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and World Report, and Media
Scudies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil-
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information abourt the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry

TV scheduling is useless.
The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has mes statutory

requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. [ (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC nort approve the industry ratng system. Instead, we request the following:

* mmb-undet o circumstances should thErPCCT approve the industry’s rating system. Further, the FCT™
~should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such asV
~~ffor violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

¢ That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough thac would allow parents to receive more than

one rating system;

* That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and

appear more frequently during the course of a program:;

* That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

* Thart any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if

it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely, W W
Your Name /707 pa/‘{/é%@ﬁ /Qd

Town, State m
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Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
¢/o Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Sereet N.W,, Room 222

Washingron, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commuissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

[ am (¥ writing on behalt of the National PTA and theM_ (local, council, dis-

trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valend, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on Januarv 17,1997. The rating symbol on

the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, Ul S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to incerpret what is best for cheir chil-
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry

TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutorv
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

* That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would ailow parents to receive more than

one rating system;

* That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and

appear more frequently during the course of a program:
* Thart the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

* That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if

1t meets the needs of parents.

Thank vou for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.
Sineerety Kok Meachery

Your Name iy P M .
Town, State
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Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o0 Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

DOKET FILE COPY ORIGINAL

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Snow
Canyon High School PTA to voice my opposition to the v-chip
rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV
Rating Implementation Group on January 17, 1997. Parents

want to make choices about what TV programming is appropriate
for their children based on content information about the
programs. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not present
sufficient information and is useless.

I do not believe the industry's rating system meets the
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996
and therefore ask that the FCC not approve the industry
rating system. 1Instead, we reguest the following:

- - That the FCC not approve the industry's rating system and
that it should accept no rating system that does not
include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity), and
L {(for language);

- - That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would
allow parents to receive more than one rating system;

- - That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger,
more prominently placed on the screen, and appear more
frequently during the course of the program;

- - That the rating board be independent of the industry and
the FCC and that it include parents; and

- - That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated
by independent research to determine if it meets the needs
of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue of great
importance and concern to me and other familes and children.

Sincerely,

’ QZLZL4¢L,627\  ﬁ@d>t)

Dartene A. Glover
Ivins, Utah 84738
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Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners

c¢/o Federal Communications Commission o
1919 M. Street N. W., Room 222 P o o ¥
Washington, DC 20554 UOCKET FILE GO2Y ORIGINAL

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented
by the TV Rating Implementation Group. 1 don't believe that the rating
symbol on the TV screen provides sufficient content information so that
parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for
their children. I do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for my
children. I want to make those choices myself based on content information
about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the
screen and in periodicals that carry TV schedulings is useless.

The ¥CC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating
system has met statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of
1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask that the FCC not approve
the industry rating system. Instead , I request that a content-based rating
system be adopted which includes symbols about program content such a V
(for violence), S ( for sexual depiction and nudity), and L ( for language). To
assure that this rating system meets families' needs, [ recommend that any
proposed system be evaluated independent of the entertainment industry and
the FCC.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to
children and families.

Sincerely,
4 r
v 2l

Summerville High School
Summerville, SC

0

No. of Copies rec'd,
List ABCDE




